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If we want to encourage academic flourishing, then we need to 




We want to encourage academic flourishing. 
Therefore, we need to revalue academic freedom. 
Open Access is merely a means to achieve Open Science.  
 
Open Access 
Open Science implies democratization of knowledge.  
 
Open Science 
Open Science implies democratization of knowledge.  
Open Science 
Essential tensions (balancing ‘internal’ values): 
• Individualism and communalism 
• Improvisation and conformity 
• Revolution and ‘normal’ science 
• Transformative and incremental research 
Open Science implies democratization of knowledge.  
Open Science 
Essential tensions (balancing ‘external’ and ‘internal’ values): 
• Accessibility and expertise 
• Accountability and autonomy 
• Broader Impacts and Intellectual Merit 
• Finding cures and finding treatments 
Academic Freedom 
• Negative freedom means freedom from …. 
• Emphasizes individual liberty 
• Sees all limitations on individual liberty as evils,           
only some of which are necessary 
• Positive freedom means freedom to …. 
• Emphasizes group liberty 
• Sees some limitations on individuals as opportunities         





• Negative freedom means freedom from …. 
• Whether to publish in OA journal should be up to 
individual researcher. 
• OA mandates of any sort are not necessary, just evil! 
• Positive freedom means freedom to …. 
• OA maximizes impact! 
• OA mandates will allow researchers to maximize their 






“What about the freedom to read? If I am to have ‘full freedom in 
research’, I would need freedom from want and constraint with 
respect to access to research materials. The inability to read 
academic research that I cannot afford is undoubtedly an 
impediment to my research. It curtails my ability to conduct 
research that I lack access. This is a great example of the fact that 
academic freedoms often come into conflict with one another. 
Your freedom to publish behind a paywall inhibits my freedom to 
conduct research.” 
       – Martin Paul Eve 
 
Academic Responsibility 
“We recognise that researchers need to be given a maximum of 
freedom to choose the proper venue for publishing their results 
and that in some jurisdictions this freedom may be covered by a 
legal or constitutional protection. However, our collective duty of 
care is for the science system as a whole, and researchers must 
realise that they are doing a gross disservice to the institution of 
science if they continue to report their outcomes in publications 
that will be locked behind paywalls.” 




“A slave is not free, even if the slave is subject to a master who 
never interferes with the slave’s choices or actions. Simply being 
subject to the will of a master (dominus) renders the slave subject 
to domination, even if the master never exercises that power. 
According to the neo-republican conception of freedom as non-
domination, then, a slave is not free, no matter how little their 
master interferes in their life.” 
     – J. Britt Holbrook on Philip Pettit 
Balancing Act 
Revalue academic freedom to encourage academic flourishing. 
• Begin with – and value – individuals 
• Resist dogmatism 
• Embody change 
• Exemplify risk taking 
• Challenge established methods of evaluation 
 
 
Transvaluation of Academic Freedom 
• Seeks new standards 
• Individuals seek to meet standards and exhibit originality 
• Should be judged relative to individuals and change as 
individuals become who they are  
• Requires risk taking 
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